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Males  Females  Males  Females  Males  Females 
Agriculture  Sanctuary  153  160  174  172  109  89 
Non‐
sanctuary 





Sanctuary  17  55  38  36  0  56 
Non‐
sanctuary 





















Males  Females  Males  Females  Males  Females 
Wage 
labor 
Sanctuary  223  44  141  36  83  120 
Non‐
sanctuary 
72  36  16  50  0  0 
Forest   Sanctuary  23  109  21  106  60  187 
Non‐
sanctuary 



















Males  Females  Males  Females  Males  Females 
Personal 
@me  
Sanctuary  168  167  240  168  218  177 
Non‐
sanctuary 




Sanctuary  541  728  561  664  507  719 
Non‐
sanctuary 







































































































workers  64.24  7.93  72.17  80.59  8.99  89.6 
Formal 
workers 0.92  21.14  22.06  0.9  22.16  23.05 















workers 43.75 12.13 55.88 59.42 16.71 76.14 
Formal 
workers 0.48 8.14 8.61 0.5 8.67 9.15 










2006‐07  Actual  7.93  92.07  100 
2011‐12  9  7.08  92.92  100 
7  7.18  92.82  100 
5  7.27  92.73  100 
2016‐17  9  6.1  93.9  100 
7  6.32  93.68  100 
5  6.54  93.46  100 
Source: NCEUS, 2009 
Some Tenta@ve Conclusions 
•  Consequences of enclosing the commons: 
“Accumula@on by dispossession” (Harvey, 
2005) 
– Loss of control and access to means of produc@on 
and reproduc@on  
– Subs@tu@on of wage work for household 
produc@on  
– Expenditure levels are comparable within and 
outside the sanctuary  
Some Tenta@ve Conclusions 
•  Gender Implica@ons  
– Women of richer households also engage in wage 
labor but s@ll a patriarchal society 
– Newer (or classical) forms of patriarchy   
– No legal access to private land but loss in access to 
common lands  
– Does increase in wage employment compensate 
for loss of resources and assets? (Agarwal, 1995)  
– Process of semi‐proletarianiza@on of concern 
under current labor climate 
